Picrodendron is a genus consisting of a single rather variable species of dicotyledonous trees found on Jamaica, Hispaniola, the Bahamas, Cayman and Swan Islands. Its fruits are sometimes eaten (Altschul, 1973 ) and its leaves have been employed for medicinal or tonic purposes (Roig y Mesa, 1945; Sawyer, 1955). Record and Hess (1943) state that its wood finishes smoothly and is resistant to decay, and hence has been used in turney and naval construction. The tree is occasionally cultivated. Perhaps its greatest claim to fame is its long and checkered taxonomic history. Opinions regarding its relationships include placement in or association with Anacardiaceae (Macfadyen, 1837), Sapindaceae (Richard, 1845) Thorne, 1968; , Hayden, 1977 Cronquist, 1978) , and Bombacaceae (Hallier, 1923) . The genus has also been considered a monotypic family, Picrodendraceae (Small, 1917) , by numerous authors with the family being placed in Juglandales (Cronquist, 1968; Hutchinson, 1973) , Rutales (Scholz, 1964; Takhtajan, 1966) A Sagra collection of Picrodendron from Cuba (in the Richard herbarium at P!) was named Schmidelia macrocarpa by Richard (1845). Apparently the applicability of both Juglans baccata and S. macrocarpa was unknown to Planchon (1846) when he attempted to propose a new generic and specific name for this plant.
Planchon ( Planchon's accurate description and citation of an authentic specimen of Picrodendron notwithstanding, Art. 7.10 of the Code (Stafleu et al., 1978) clearly states that a new name, P. arboreum (Miller) Planchon, is in all circumstances typified by the basionym, Toxicodendron arboreum Miller. As P. arboreum is the type of the genus Picrodendron, and the basionym of that type is a synonym of Allophylus cobbe, the species epithet cited by Planchon cannot apply to the plant he intended to circumscribe. This proves to be the same kind of conservation problem encountered with Odontonema (Baum & Reveal, 1980 ). The Code is not clear whether one is to accept "intent" (the plant described) or "stated fact" (the name cited) when dealing with a generic name. Art. 7.10 refers only to "a new name formed from a previously published legitimate name or epithet," while Art. 10.1 states the "type of a name of a genus. .. is a species." Some argue that one should follow the statements within the generic description (intent) rather than the nature of the type species (stated fact). The value of conservation, in the case of Picrodendron, is that it rids the problem of interpreting intent. Surely, the task of conserving a name is not so overwhelmingly difficult that it cannot be done, and thus the present Code should not be modified to accommodate the few examples of generic names published in the fashion reflected here.
It is realized that in practice conservation of generic names is only granted in cases involving well known genera, either of widespread distribution or of considerable economic importance in which denial of conservation would result in wholesale name changes and lack of stability in nomenclature. Surely the merits of the current proposal are of a different sort. The importance of conservation of the name Picrodendron rests not in the economic value of the plant nor in the difficulty of publishing a new combination for its sole species, but rather in maintaining some 508 TAXON VOLUME 29 degree of continuity between the current and still somewhat controversial status of the genus in classification and its long and intricate historical participation in classification of so many other plant families and in its historical importance as a prominent endemic genus in the floristics of the West Indies. 
